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4) EI Claim(s) 22-26,28 and 38-47 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Status 

Claims 22-26, 28 and 38-47 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 22, 23, 25, 28, 38, 41, 43, 44 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. These claim 22 recites the limitation "if the 
determination in (b) is affirmed" this limitation is vague and indefinite, no limitiation is imposed 
upon the claimed invention. 

Claims 23, 25, 28, 38, 41, 43, 44 and 46 contain similar limitations. 

Applicant(s) are reminded that optional or conditional elements do not narrow the claims 
because they can always be omitted. See e.g. MPEP §2106 II C: " Language that suggest or 
makes optional but does not require steps to be performed or does not limit a claim to a particular 
structure does not limit the scope of a claim or claim limitation. [Emphasis in original.]*' As a 
matter of linguistic precision, optional elements do not narrow the claim because they can always 
be omitted. 

Response to Arguments 

The Applicants arguments filed on September 28, 2006 have been fiiUy considered. 
The amended claims are rejected in view of Talati et al. (US Patent 5,903,878) 
See following rejection . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 22-26, 28 and 34-37, and 43-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
unpatentable over Chang et al. (US Patent 5,884,288) in view of Bozeman (US Patent 6,754,640) 
and in further view of Talati et al. (US Patent 5,903,878). 
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As per claim 22, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a computer implemented method by a financial institution, 
the method comprising, by a server associated with the financial institution: 
receiving a request for a vaUdation number to be associated with a 
check; (Figure 6 [bill payment database contains validation numbers]) 
Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose determining an account contains sufficient 
fiuids to cover the monetary amount of the check. Bozeman ('640) discloses determining an 
account contains sufficient fimds to cover the monetary amount of the check. (Column 12, lines 
7-19 [..checks for sufficient fimds.. ]) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Bozeman 
('640) method in order to prevent illegal transactions from occurring. 

Chang et al. (*288) does not explicitly disclose if the determination in is afftnative, 
issuing a validation number to be associated with the check; Talati et al. ('878) discloses if the 
determination in is af&native, issuing a validation number to be associated with the check; 
(Column 7, lines 25-63) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Talati et al. ('878) 
method in order to prevent illegal transactions firom occurring by validating the transaction with 
the originating party. . 

Examiner note that is would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to utilize a random number in order to prevent transaction information fi^om being 
associated with a customer's accoimt, the Examiner notes that the usage of random numbers is 
common to many cryptography systerais. 

Claim 43 is in parallel with claim 22 and is rejected for at least the same reasons. 

As per claim 23, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a computer implemented method by a financial institution, 
the method comprising, by a server associated with the financial institution: 
receiving a request for a validation number to be associated with a 
check; (Figure 6 [bill payment database contains validation numbers]) 
Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose determining an account contains sufficient 
fiinds to cover the monetary amount of the check. Bozeman ('640) discloses determining an 
account contains sufficient fimds to cover the monetary amount of the check. (Column 12, lines 
7-19 [..checks for sufficient fimds.. ]) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method wdth the Bozeman 
('640) method in order to prevent illegal transactions fi*om occurring. 

Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose if the determination in is affmative, 
issuing a validation nmnber to be associated with the check; wherein the validation number is 
derived using at least some information associated with the check. Talati et al. ('878) discloses 
if the determination in is affmative, issuing a validation number to be associated with the check; 
wherein the validation number is derived using at least some information associated with the 
check. (Colxmm 7, lines 25-63) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Talati et al. 
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C878) method in order to prevent illegal transactions from occurring by validating the 
transaction with the originating party. . 

Claim 44 is in parallel with claim 23 and is rejected for at least the same reasons. 

As per claim 24, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a computer implemented method according to claim 
23, wherein the at least some information associated with the check comprises: 
Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose a date of the check; a serial number of the 
check; an account number of the account; a monetary amount of the check; a payee of the check; 
symbols identifying a drawee financial institution which maintains custody of the account; and a 
Uniform Resource Locator (URL). Talati et al. ('878) discloses a date of the check; a serial 
number of the check; an account numberof the account; a monetary amount of the check; a 
payee of the check; symbols identifying a drawee financial institution which maintains custody 
of the account; and a Uniform Resource Locator (URL). (Column 7, lines 25-44) It would be 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
Chang et al. ('288). method with the Talati et al. ('878) method in order to prevent illegal 
transactions from occurring by validating the transaction with the originating party.. 

Claim 45 is in parallel with claim 24 and is rejected for at least the same reasons. 

As per claim 25, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a computer implemented method by a financial 

institution, the method comprising, by a server associated with the financial institution: 
receiving a request for a validation number to be associated with a check; (Figure 6 [bill 
paymeny database contains validation numbers]) 

Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose determining an accoimt contains sufficient 
fiinds to cover the monetary amount of the check. Bozeman ('640) discloses determining an 
account contains sufficient funds to cover the monetary amount of the check. (Column 12, lines 
7-19 [..checks for sufficient funds.. ]) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Bozeman 
('640) method in order to prevent illegal transactions from ocuring. 

Chang et al; ('288) does not explicitly disclose if the determination in is affmative, 
issuing a validation number to be associated with the check; and allocating fimds for payment of 
the monetary amount if the determination in is affirmafive. Talati et al. ('878) discloses if the 
determination in is affinative, issuing a validation number to be associated with the check; and 
allocating finds for payment of the monetary amount if the determination in is affinitive. 
(Column 7, lines 25-63) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Talati et al. ('878) 
method in order to prevent illegal transactions from occurring by validating the transaction with 
the originating party.. 

Claim 46 is in parallel with claim 25 and is rejected for at least the same reasons. 
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As per claim 26, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a computer implemented method according to claim 
25, wherein (d) comprises: 

Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose deducting the monetary amount from the 
account. Talati et al. ('878) discloses deducting the monetary amount from the accoimt. 
(Column 7, line 64 - column 8 line 16) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Talati 
et al. C878) method in order to profit from the transaction. 

Claim 47 is in parallel with claim 26 and is rejected for at least the same reasons. 

Claims 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable over Chang et al. (US 
Patent 5,884,288) in view of Bozeman (US Patent 6,754,640) and further in view of Joao et al. 
(US Patent 5,878,337) and in fiirther view of Talati et al. (US Patent 5,903,878) 

As per claim 28, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a computer implemented method by a financial institution 
the method comprising by a server associated with the financial institution: 

Receiving a validation number associated with a check;(Figure 6 [bill payment database 
contains validation numbers]) 

issuing a validation number the check associated with the. check.(Column 8, lines 4- 
12[check is transmitted to payee]) 

Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose determining an account contains sufficient 
fimds to cover the monetary amount of the check. Bozeman ('640) discloses determining 
contains sufficient fimds to cover the monetary amount of the check. (Column 12, lines 7-19 
[..checks for sufficient fiinds.. ]) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Bozeman 
('640) method in order to prevent illegal transactions from occurring. 

Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose wherein the request identifies the account. 
Joao et al. ('337) discloses wherein the request identifies the account. (Column 5, 26-50) It 
would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Joao et al. ('337) method in order to prevent 
illegal transactions from occurring. 

Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose if the determination made is affirmative 
issuing a validation number to be associated with the check; verifying that the request was made 
by a party authorized to write checks on the account; and verifying that the account contains 
sufficient funds to cover the monetary amount of the check. Talati et al. ('878) discloses if the 
determination made is affirmative issuing a validation number to be associated with the check; 
verifying that the reqiiest was made by a party authorized to write checks on the account; and 
verifying that the account contains sufficient funds to cover the monetary amount of the check. 
(Column 7, lines 25-63) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Talati et al. ('878) 
method in order to prevent illegal transactions from occurring by validating the transaction with 
the originating party. 
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Claims 38-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable over Chang et al 
(US Patent 5,884,288) in view of Talati et al. (US Patent 5,903,878). 

As per claim 38, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a system comprising: 

means for receiving, from a first requestor, a request over the Internet for a validation 
number to be associated with a check;(Figure 6 [bill payment database contains validation 
numbers]) 

Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose means for establishing a reference 
character sequence for the check; means for transmitting the reference character sequence to the 
first requestor over the internet; Talati et al. (*878) discloses means for establishing a reference 
character sequence for the check; means for transmitting the reference character sequence to the 
first requestor over the internet; (Column 7, lines 25-63) It would be obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). 
method with the Talati et al. ('878) method in order to prevent illegal transactions from occurring 
by validating the transaction with the originating party.. 

as per the feature of" means for receiving, from a second requestor, a proposed character 
sequence over the Intemet" The mere duplication of a process does not merit patentability. 

Claim 41 is in parallel with claim 38 and is rejected for at least the same reasons. 

As per claim 39, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a system according to claim 38, 

Official Notice is taken that " the validation number is randomly generated by a financial 
institution" is common and well known in prior art in reference to security protocols. It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
utilize a random number in order to prevent transaction information from being associated with a 
customer's account, the Examiner notes that the usage of random numbers is common to many 
cryptography systems. 

As per claim 40, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a system according to claim 38, 
Chang et al. ('288) does not explicitly disclose wherein the validation number is 
derived using at least some information associated with the check.; Talati et al. ('878) discloses 
wherein the validation number is derived using at least some information associated with the 
check. (Column 7, lines 25-63) It would be obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the Chang et al. ('288). method with the Talati et al. 
('878) method in order to prevent illegal transactions from occurring by validating the 
transaction with the originating party.. 

As per claim 42, 

Chang et al. ('288) discloses a system according to claim 41, 
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A method according to claim 41, wherein the first party is a payor ofthe cheek, and 
the second party is a payee ofthe check, (Figure 5) 



Examiners note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is 
respectfully requested ifrom the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the references 
in entirety as potentially teaching all or part ofthe claimed invention, as well as the context of 
the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the examiner. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to John M. Winter whose telephone number is (571) 272-6713. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-6, 1st Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on (571) 272-6779. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained fi-om the Patent 
Apphcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questipns on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
infomiation system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Conclusion 




Jom Winter 
Patent Examiner — 3621 




